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Supplemental Complaint Before 

The Federal Election Commission 

In MUR 3774 
c:, 
Ui Introduction 

On May 14, 1993, the Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee filed a 

complaint with the Federal Election Commission against the National Republican 

Senatorial Committee ("NRSC"), requesting an immediate investigation into illegal 

spending practices. See Exhibit 1. The complaint provided incontrovertible evidence 

that the NRSC, under the direction of its Chairman Senator Phil Gramm, was making 

"soft money" contributions specifically for the purpose of influencing federal 

elections.1 We now have evidence that the NRSC employed precisely the same illegal 

spending practices in the 1994 Senate elections, by making contributions totaling 

$175,000 to the National Right to Life Committee ("NWC"), to influence swing 

Senate races. 

Indeed Senator Phil G r a m ,  then Chairman ofthe NRSC, has publicly 

admitted that he directed the expenditure of "soft money" immediately before the 

1994 general elections in order to influence the outcome of key Senate elections: 

I made a decision , . . to provide some money to help activate 
pro-life voters in some key states where thev would be Divotal to 
the election. 

Ruth Marcus, GOP Donation Aided Rbht to Life Grow, Wash. Post, Feb. 12, 1995 at 
A27. See Exhibit 2. 

1 In 1992, between October 20 aud November 18, 1992, the NRSC made $187,000 in soft money 
contributions 60 four non-party organizations. A particular focus of these contributions was to influence the 
special runoff eleclion in the Georgia Senate race. In addition, the NRSC made a similar contribution to 
American Defcnse Foundation on March 2 , 1993 riglit around the lime of the special Senale election in 
Texas. 
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During the course of the 1992 and 1994 elections, the NRSC has made over 

one-half million dollars in "soft money" contributions in Senate elections. DSGC is 

hereby amending its original complaint to seek enforcement against NRSC's and 

Senator Gramm's "soft money" violations in the 1994 elections. 

Factual Backwound 

In blatant violation of the prohibition on the use of corporate and other 

federally impermissible funds to influence Senate elections, ?.he NRSC made four 

contributions totaling $175,00Q to the National Right to Life Committee in the week 

before the 1994 general elections. See Exhibit 3.2 

According to the WashinHon Post, Senator Gramm "offersd a lengthy 

explanation of his decision to contribute to the Right to Life Committee" explaining 

that "the donations were prompted by fears Republican Senate candidates in key states 

were on the verge of defeat, citing the races, ultimately successful, of Rodney D. 

Grams in Minnesota and Rick Santorum in Pennsylvania." Wash. Post, Feb. 12, 

1994: 

The Minnesota race turned on us in the last 20 days and . . . I 
made a decision that we were on the verge of losing that race. 
Pennsylvania turned on us . . . And the focus of this expenditure 
was trying to get into those states where we thought it made a 
difference.3 

2 As the NRSC's report discloses, the contributions to the NRLC were made over the course of 
several days as follows: 

October 31 - $50,000; November 1 - $50,000; November 3 - $60.000; November 4 - $15,000 

3 While Senator Gramm later contacted a Washington Post reporter to suggest that he had been 
mistaken in his explanation of the purpose of chese contributions, a review ofthe ~ C ' S  affiliates' activities 
in Minnesota and Pennsylvania are entirely consistent with Senator Gramm's original explanation. The 
NRLC affiliates in Pennsylvania and Minnesota actively supported the Republican Senate candidates, 
Santorum and Grams. 
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At the time the NRSC made these contibutions, the Committee had already 

expended essentially all of its allotted Section 441a(d) expenditures in Pennsylvania 

and Minnesota. As Senator G r a m  notes, the two Senate seats were slipping away 

from the Republicans, and he understood the targeted expenditure of an additional 

$175,000 could "tip the balance" in favor of the Republican candidates. Because 

there was nothing more the NRSC could legally do to assist its Senate candidates in 

those states NRSC resorted to the use of 'lsoft money" prohibited under the Federal 

law. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b. 

In response to a Washinaton Post reporter's inquiries about these contributions, 

NRSC Communications Director Gordon Hensley suggested that the Committee 

"routinely" contributes "to charitable and good government activities" and the timing 

of the contributions to NRLC was essentially coincidental. And yet, according to the 

NRSC's FEC reports, this series of contibutions appears to be the only support 

provided to advocacy groups in 1994. Moreover, it is hardly believable that a party 

committee, organized and operated exclusively for the purpose of electing Republican 

Senate candidates, would choose in the final days before the election to conduct its 

"charitable" giving unless this activity had a direct and tangible impact on the Senate 

election results. 

The evidence indicates a political not a "charitable" purpose. The NRSC 

checks were sent directly to Carol Long, director of the National Right to Life 

Committee PAC. A PAC is a political, not a charitable, organization. Ifthe NRSC 

contributions were intended simply to support NRLC's general programs or charitable 

activities, the contributions would presumably have been directed to someone who 

had some involvement with or responsibility for those programs -- not the PAC 

director. 
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The "soft money" came from a national party committee, and it was donated 

during a general election campaign, through a PAC representative. The election 

related purpose is clear enough. It becomes still clearer when it is seen how the 

money was likely spent. NRLC and its state affiliates, Pennsylvania Pro-Life 

Federation and Minnesota Citizens Concerned for Life actively supported the 1994 

Republican Senate candidates in Pennsylvania and Minnesota. While some of these 

organizations' federal election activities, such as get-out-the-vote drives and other 

voter education activities, may not be disclosed on the public record, there is, 

nevertheless, an extensive pattern of support by the NRLC and affiliated groups of 

precisely the candidates Senator Gramm wished to support during the last days ofthe 

1994 election. The NRLC supported Rod Grams in Minnesota and Rick Santonun in 

Pennsylvania and gave each candidate contributions -- $1000 to Grams and $6000 to 

Santorum. See Exhibit 4. 

The Pennsvlvania Pro-Lifi Federalion 

The abortion issue was critical in the Pennsylvania Senate race and was widely 

viewed as having has a major impact in its outcome. See Exhibit 5. The 

Pennsylvania Pro-Life Federation ("Pennsylvania Federation") contributed $2,323.0 1 

to Santorum. See Exhibit 6. Moreover, according to a Scranton Times article, the 

Pennsylvania Federation endorsed and worked exclusively for only one federal or 

statewide candidate -- Senator Santorum. See Exhibit 5.  The group bypassed the 

hotly-contested governors race where abortion was also an issue and, according to 

FEC reports, gave no support to Congressional candidates. 

Moreover, additional evidence of the Federation's intense interest in the United 

States Senate race is provided in a States News Service article See Exhibit 7. Internal 
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memos of the Catholic Archdiocese of Philadelphia indicate that the Archdiocese 

altered a voter "ScorecardR rating the candidates on abortion and other family issues 

after receiving pressure from pro-life groups including the Federation. The Federation 

objected to the "scorecard" because in its original version the ratings were too 

favorable to Senator Wofford, Santorum's Democratic opponent. In response to 

Federation pressure, the Archdiocese changed the "scorecard" so that it was less 

favorable to Senator Wofford and dropped any information on Santomm, possibly 

because any rating would have been critical of certain of his positiocs. 

Minnesota Citizens Concerned for L i f i  

As the public record shows, the Minnesota Citizens Concerned for Life 

("MCCL") made over $85,000 in independent expenditures in support of Grams' 

candidacy. See Exhibit 8. These expenditures included: newspaper and radio ads, 

get-out-the-vote phone calls and literature drops. FEC records also indicate that the 

MCCL PAC made numerous reimbursements to the MCCL General Fund for phone 

and mail expenses incurred by the Fund on behalf of Grams. See Exhibit 8. 

The question arises: where did MCCL General Fund get the monies to advance 

funds for independent expenditures prior to the election? There i s  no way to 

determine the answer from the FEC reports because information about receipts and 

disbursements of the corporation's funds is not subject to disclosure. For this reason 

also, there is no way to track where and for what purpose these funds were expended. 

These are questions that should be investigated to determine whether the NRSC's 

contributions in any way financed MCCL activities in support of Grams. 

As part of its election effort for Grams, MCCL appears to have distributed 

get-out-the-vote literature urging people to vote for Republican candidate Grams. See 

Exhibit 9. Moreover, according to an article that appeared in the Minneauolis Star- 
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Conclusion 

Tribune, a teiemarketing firm in Austin, Texas was given a rush order just days before 

the 1994 election to begin phone calling for Senate candidate Grams. See Exhibit 10. 

The report indicates that the firm made hundreds of calls to Minnesota residents each 

hour telling them to vote for Grams because he opposes "abortion on demand." 

According to the article, the head ofthe Minnesota Republican Party did not know 

who was paying for the calls but suggested that "it might be financed by the National 

Right to Life Committee . . . . I '  

While FEC reports do not reveal what group may have financed this last- 

minute telemarketing effort on behalf of Grams, this is also a critical question 

requiring investigation. Telemarketing efforts such as the one described in this article 

are expensive. Moreover, the suddenness of the order to the telemarketing f m  to 

initiate calling for Grams suggests that the sponsor came up with the money at the last 

minute. DSCC requests that the FEC conduct an immediate investigation into the 

relationship between the NRSC's last minute contributions to NRLC and the hastily 

ordered telemarketing for Grams to determine whether NRSC was, in fact, indirectly 

financing the effort. 

The facts and the law discussed above and in the DSCC's prior complaint 

present a clear picture: the NRSC has systematically and intentionally violated s o m e  

restrictions and expenditure limits established under the Act. As we stated in the 

earlier complaint, there is a strong likelihood that these violations will continue in 

subsequent election cycles and special elections unless the Commission takes 

immediate steps to investigate and require the NRSC to cease these practices. 

In 1993, the Commission announced enforcement standards that place covert 

corporate spending practices such as the NRSC's, front and center among agency 
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enforcement priorities. In accordance with these standards, we request that the 

Commission take immediate action to investigate the NRSC and to impose all civil 

penalties available including those for "knowing and willful" violations of the Federal 

Election Campaign Act. 

t- 

Robert F. Bauer 
B. Holly Schadler 
Counsel for DSCC 
Perkins Coie 
607 14th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005-201 1 
(202) 628-6600 

Subscribed and swom to before me 
this 2 2 day of February, 1995. 
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truth in that, it's 
o the dying breed 
llood campaign 
rang doorbells, 
rature and wed 
might have tried 
romis inz  small 

6ff the Maik 
Editor: I take strong exception 

to remarks attributed to Robert 
P. Casey Jr.. in your Random 
Notes column on Oct. 8 that  
characterized my perfomance as 
lackluster. 

Upon taking my omce in 19S9, I 
ended that deplorable practice of 
job.selljng which was the norm 
in the auditor general's office. 
Three men went to jail as a 
result of this. 

Your readers should also know 
that my department has reduced 
the audit backlog inherited from 
the previous administration by 
6,000 audits. In addition. my 
department annually conducts 
6.500 mandated audits. We have 
also conducted special audits of 
the University of Pittsburgh and 
Walking Around Money fun- 
neIed through the Department of 
Community Affairs. 

Your own paper's editorial 
page in September 1992 described 
my request for legislators and 
the Governor's Budget Oftice to 
provide my office with a full 
accounting of how WAMs are 
spent as "proper." 
In addition, I've increased the 

entry level standards and the 
continuing education require. 
ments for the department. Before 
1989, there were no department 
standards for continuing educa- 
tion. Now auditors must receive 
80 continuing education credits 
everv two vears. Similarly. dur- - -  ~ 

&my te rk  & auditor general 
the number of certified prlblic 
accountants has increased &om 

~ 35 to 68. with approximately IO0 
~ -~ ' in the process of obtaining a CPA 

ling Won your license. Approximately 72 per- 
t if they pushed cent ofthe total employee mmpli: 

whoppers, you ment in my .department is 
them Or the auditors. And through stream- =* But what can lining, I've reduced the number 
liar who of bureaus in the department 

Most importantly. had audi- 
commercials* a tees complied with the recom- 
'ld have find mendations in  t h e  audi t s  te loyaw -Ong conducted by my department, 
o p k  volun-' the state would -%ye a 
to ba the Of .potentiq sav,ings of $, lmt 865.6 
+.-.:having ' w o n . '  yi',*~;,;-;,,:,~; ,..., 
Inore than some - The mood'$f the public de- 
rand-bite. mands a more efficient. cost- 

I lybg OB morph- dec t ive  government. Over the 
~ ya and malevo1. last five years, my department 
~ would have to has done much to accomplish 

to Elkc C h h c  nld .. . . ~. . . -. . _. _ _  - -. ___. .- !. 

by of Your Born 11 to nine. 

BY W M  
While political pundits 

didn't make much of the abor- 
tion issue prior to Tuesday's 
election, the subject d Y  
had an impact on the results. 

Consider these happenin@: 
It was the abortion is922 

that caused Pennsylvania's 
most popular politician, Gov. 
Robert P. h e y .  to sit Out the 
statewide campaign, denying 
fellow Democrats the benefit 
of his influence among voters. 

8 Peg Luksik. who ran for 
governor as a pro-life inde- 
pendent. got 458.ooO votes - 
an amazing performance u n o  

matched by a third-party can- 
dida te  s ince  1910 a n d  
convincing evidence that the 
pro-life cause is alive and well 
in Pennsylvania. 

Q) The Pennsylvania Pro- 
Life Federation, feeling Luk- 
sik couldn't win, endorsed 
only one statewide candidate - Republican US. Rep. Rick 
Santorum - helping him to 
eke out a 78,000-vote Victory 
over Democratic U.S. Sen. 
Harris Wofford. 

8 Lt. Gov. M a k  Singel, the 
unsuccessful Democeatic can- 
didate for governor, aired tele 
vision ads to make sure the 
electorate knew he was the 
most pro-choice of the three 
candidates - ads intended to 
cause pro-lifers to vote fop 
Luksik rather than Republi- 
can Tom Ridge but which also 
reminded pro-life Democrats 
of his strong .prochoice mi- 
uon: 

-While it is impossible to 
pmve with mthematlcal aer- 

, taingr how m y  vooes were 
, influenced by the abortion 

mue, it ie &e to my Opsap the 

w s t s l t e r a c e a .  ' "  . ' ' 

6 U b j . e  h d  I WOr bl- On 

GAdbEV: L$ FA 
Carey. who boycotted the 

Singel and Wofford cam. 
paigns. raid Singel would 
have been elected governor 
hold he remadned pro-life. 

His scenario is that there 
: would have been no reison for 
Luksik to run  as  a pro-life 
candidate if Singel was are- ..^ -. _ _ .  

Qow. m5fm b. 

cial but added that Singel was 
"no Bob Casey." 

As expected in a county 
Mth a 3-to4 Democratic regis. 
tration lead, Single got 36.281 
votes here compared to 26,102 
for Ridge. Four years ago. 
when Casey was seeking a 
second team against RepubU- 
can Barbara Hafer. Re - a 
hometown hero - pot 49.393 
votes in the county mmpare8 
to 18.930 for Hafer. 
Wofford, who ignored the 

abortion issue tn his cam- 
paign, did slightly better than 
Slngel in the county. He got 
3.675 votes while Santorum 
got 26,334. Still. he, too. 
showed slippage. In 1991. 
when he defeated Repub l i a  
Dick Thornburgh. he polled 
45.000 votes In the county 
wmpaad to zS,ocO for Thorn- 
b-. 
Ln a pOst&zt.ion interview, 

Casey noead that he did not 
@ore the d d o n  completely. 
He said Be campaigned for 
~ c m m t i c  House candidates 
at Wentown, Wazzleton and 
p~phanoy City. Wilkes-Barre 
. m d  hwrenw COmtY. ye ab0 
aid a mmercial to 9e1p state 

DIFFEwhMCB IN 6 
.m the subject of abortion. 

Casey noted that Ridge said 
he would veto my attempt to 
~ M D  a 2-4-hour waitiRe oeriod 

serD..RobertM.dv.' , . ..,, 1,. .:.*. ' '  , . .  
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commercials.' a 
iq have to find 
e loyalts' among.- 
plq, ,the. volun- 
0 Bg the heart of 
a ,-I havLng 
ROIW than 50me 
nd-bite. 
ting on morph- 
s and malevol- 
? would have to 
Elks Clubs, old 

tnd communitY 

w m  11 to m e .  
Most Importantly. 

tees complied with t 
mendations .in t h e  audits 
conducted by my department, 
the state would e v e  reallzed a 
potentia! savings of at l a s t  t65.6 
.million. 

The mood of the public de. 
mands a more efficient. cost. 
effective government. Over the 
last five years, my  department 
has done much to accomplish 
this goal of greater accountabil- 
ihr --, . 

real speeches* ~f one were to fairly evaluate 
and prove that the accomplishments of the de- 

lething to Offer. partment of the auditor general 
?g behind his during my term. I dare say, 
kmg ? lackluster would not be accurate. 
lave to get back BnRBnRAHAFER 
5. Audrtor General of Pennsyhrania 
enate political 
*e grass roots, 
2iri-y over into 
a t  parties. It 
be every rich 
i d  to he& with 
s m y  values. A 
e to prove that 
highway cnm 
he aims at the 

say they favor 
Some of them 

e i s  no reason 
to preserve the 
's that would 
d e r  blush. 
U*salra,InC 

U t t e r s  to The Sunday 
Tfmpt. The Scrwmn Tfmes 
and The Trl6rcomay be sent 
to P.O. Box 9311, scranton. 
Po 185w3311. Fax amber: 

Letters must include a 
name for confhm&on m d  

,publication, and a tale- 
phone number for confir- 
mation. 

7l1.348-9135. 
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.-Is pl-4 s i n k e i  a n d  wofford cam- 
paiins, said Singel would 
have been elected governor 
had he remained pmlife. 
His scenario is that there 

would have been no reason for 
Luksik to run  as a pro-life 
candidate if Singet was pro- 
life. Thus, he  would have 
attracted most of the votes 
that she got, making him an 
easy winner. 

 any Demovatic party-lin- 
e n  were irked by Casey not 
getting involved in the Singel 
or Wofford races. Why did he 
sit out the election? 

The answer can be Found In 
Casey's staunch belief that  
abortions are acts tanmount 
to murder and also because 
Singe1 and Wofford portrayed 
themselves as prc-life when he 
gave them their s ta r t s  - 
Singel as his lieutenant gover. 
nor runningmate in 1986 and 
Wofford as his 1990 appointee 
to the U.S. Senate to fill a 
vacancy caused by the death 
of Republican US. Sen. John 
Heinz. 
When both later strayed to 

the prechoice side, Casey felt 
betrayed and reacted accord- 

While Casey followed h is  
conscience and sat out the  
campaign, many other anti- 
abortion Democrats stuck 
with Singel and Wofford out ef 
party loyalty. 

However, the ad that Singel 
mn portrayins himself as the 
most pro-choice of the three 
andidattes did, in fact. bother 
local paPty lidlaps. " m y  Nn 
also ad here where pro-life 
sentiment is 80 8tPDRtj"' Borne 
asked. The ad r e p o d y  wa9 
aupposd to  take votes from 
Ridge and and give them to 
Luksih. However. the guess- 
ing bere b that the 4 hurt 
more thm it belped Singel 

i-wiabder that hie Mft h m  m pr0.m day&? had enadd in 
Bfm bragging abut 'king the 

"It just wasn't D @ ad to 
pun in one of the strongest 
RmwO wunt&s in the state," 
one observer noted. 

Ma 

W Y .  

b U 6 0  ft W W  SUcb a b l U t  

%I". pPO&IOiW Candkhttl!. 

In contrast, Ridge &m an ad 
that identified Casey as a 
highly respected public om. 

did 8 wmmueid to herfi'state 
*..Robert M@UO%y.' 2 ..,. , . .  . !:.h! t,:.;;. 

. A .  

OrS the subject of aborbion.' 
Casey noted that Ridge orid 
he would m y  attempt to 

Brom the state's ~ ~ o r p l o a  con. . 
001 M. In mtras& he mid. 
sb21 mid he was in favor of 
W a Y e r - h d e d  aborthns. He 
added: 'That's a major d s e r -  
a c e  between the two," 

C P S ~ Y  said that neither 
Ridge nor Singel said much 
about the issues facing state 
go~erntnent tday .  He added: 
'They were both vague. 
But it was ironic that your 
own lieutenant governor 
never mentions your name or 
your programs for the last 
eight years." 

Casey said accomplish- 
ments of his administration 
inc lude  envi ronmenta!  
progress, auto insurance re- 
form. toxic waste d m u p  leg- 
islation, recycling. cuts tn 
business taxes, weifate reform 
and increases UJ aid to needy 
families and single mothers. 

He also said he i s  leaving 
office with a $302 million 
surplus and that Pennsyl- 
vania has the lowest number 
of state employees per capita 
nationalfy. 
"Why that wasn't put out 

there as a fQUadatiQn for 
moving on to &e next argu- 
ment, having to 60 arlth the , 

p u ~ c a t i o n s  of your llu- 
sor. I don't bow:' he said. . 
AS for a s e y ' s  future. he 

said he dmn't '"r\lle mythiDI. 
in or anything out." Noting 
that he is healthy d. he. 
added jokingly: "I don't, know 

Strip a 2 4 - h o ~  waiting 

w b t  going to do, but . ... 'I'm . . -: 
&Wto@t*IQb*".. .; , I;' . ' . ' , '  - . .  . . .i 
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Copyright 1994 States News Service 

November 2, 1994, Wednesday 
States News Service 

LENGTH: 849 words 
HEADLINE: PHILADELPHIA ARCHDIOCESE ALTERED VOTER CARDS TO HELP <SANTORUM > 
BYLINE: By Brett Lieberman, States News Service 

BODY: 

A political scorecard by the Archdiocese of Philadelphia that made Democrat Sen. Harris CWofford> "look just 
as good or Wtter than Rick < Santorum, > " was destroyed and reprinted after GOP and .C comernative> groups 
objected, according to internal church documents. 

The church, which spent nearly $12,000 printing 150,000 scorecards that rated lawmakers with a "+" or "-", 
destroyed them and paid almost $9,OOO for a second version after pro-life groups, the Christian Coalition and 
< Santomm's > campaign objected. 

News Service state. Unlike the first set, it did not include <Saritorum, > Republican Tom Ridge or other candidates 
west of Lancaster, although < Santorum > and Ridge are campaigning statewide. 

memos. 

. 

The second set of scorecards were rearranged to make < Wofford > less appealing, the memos obtained by States 

Other politica! activities, such as petitior; signing for candidates in the back of churches, also is alleged in the 

Church officials did nor return telephone calls over a twoday period. 
More than 1.4 million <Catholics > in central and eastern Pennsylvania are in parishes under the archdiocese's 

Churches cannot endorse candidates because of their tax-exempt status, but internal memos and !he scorecards 

The issue raises questions about whether the church bowed to pressure from conservative groups and 

The concerns raised in the church documents were over abortion and school choice votes by <$antorum and 

<Santomm, > like the <Catholic> church, opposes abortion in all mes, but Wofford supyok abortion with 

jurisdiction. 

show the archdiocese rearranged its score card to help <Santomm,> the Republican U.S. <Senate> candidate. 

< Santorum's > campaign, as well as whether the church's activities violated its tax-exempt status. 

Wofford, > according to documents. 

some resrrjctions, such as a 24-hour wait. 
But the Christian Coalition, Pennsylvania Pro-Life Federation and the Pennsylvania <Catholic > Conference 

complained that < Wofford's> stance on abortion votes was in line with the church's on two of three votes. 

choice vote. But the candidate later changed his position after the congressional vote. 

< Santorum's > votes matched only three of six church positions. %he second scorecard, which didn't include 
< Santorum, > reported < Wofford > voted with the church on only two of five OCEasions. 

People mentioned in the memos for complaining about the scarecad - Gail Pedrick, the Christian Coalition's 
Bucks County coordinator, and Denise Neary, of the Ro-Life Federation - refusd to mmmt or did not return 
Calls. 

Howard Fetterhoff. executive director of the Pennsylvania <catholic> Conference, claimed there was "just some 
misleading stuff in there." But he said he didn't recall what he tbough should ibc changed. 

< Santorum's > campaign denied putting any prtssure on the archdiocese. Mike Mialke, < Santorum's > 
spokesman, said the campaign made one phone call to the church asking how their mreiwds were calculated. 

"We had received some calls from supporters of Rick's," Mihalke said. 'They felt that Rick's score was not as 
reflective as his support for positions held by him." 

He said a single "informational call" was m d e  to the church. 
The internal memos from August through mid Octrkr detail the changes d e  to the scorecards at the request of 

The employee, Karen Keller a specid projans coordinator in the church's public affairs office, questioned whether 

< Santorum's > campaign also complained, according to the memos, that the scorecard gave him a 

The first scorecard showed < Wofford's> votes matched church positions on time of five issues, while 

for a school 

the <conservative> groups, and concerns raised by at least one archdiocese employee. 

the church can create a scorecard without jeopardizing its tax-exempt status, and she also complained that changes 



made in the scorecards made one candidate look better. 

vicar for administration. 
Keller's Concerns were documented in memos she wrote, including one on at. 12 to Bishop Edward P. Cullen, 

Keller confirmed she wrote the memos, but declined to comment saying, "I'll lose my job. 
The Oct. 12 memo and others dating back to early August show Keller's concern about the church's activities 

"isn't it against the guidelines to support, endorse or oppose a political candida&?" Keller wrote to the bishop. 
and her feeling that these concerns were ignored or rebuffed by her superiors. 

"Isn't reazanging an archdiocesan scorecard so that one candidate looks bad and one looks good against the 
guidelines?" 

tax-exempt status. 

activity." 

'shades of gray' and the archdiocese is too big to get into trouble with she IRS. He said that you can watch a 
criminal who you know is going to rob a store but you can't do Snythig until he does," Keller wrote. 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 
LOAD-DATE-MDC: November 3, 1994 

"I thought the archdiocese was non-political, a 5 0 1 ~ 3  institution?" she wrote, referring to the organhtion's 

Keller, in the memo, told Cullen she was "very concerned for the archdiocese because ofthe mowt of political 

But when she voiced her concerns to Jmes Bock, associate vim for administration, "I was told bat these were 

... 
- 
.. ~. 
. .  
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SECTION: News; Pg. IS 
LENGTH: 895 words 
HEADLINE: Wynia, <Grams > pull out stops for final push; 
Tight race fuels flurry of 1 Ith-hour calls, mailings and door-knocking 
BYLINE: Dennis J .  McGrath; Staff Writer 

BODY: 

afternoon: Drop the solicitations for charitable groups, supervisors at the 
Southern Education Council were told, and plunge into the U.S. <Senate> race in Minnesota. 

In Austin, Texas, a telemarketing firm was given a rush order late Friday 

Using a computer-driven phone system, the firm's employees have been making 
hundreds of calls each hour to Minnesota residents, telling them that Rod 
c; Grams > opposes "abortion on demand. " 

'PRe out-of-state, hired-hand phone-calling is just one example of a 
prodigious 11th-hour push on behalf of both U.S. <Senate> candidates to tip the 
balance in a race where pollsters cannot discern a clear front-runner. 

The campaign is out of the hands of the candidates now. They'll go through 
the motions of making speeches in the final hours before the polls close 
Tuesday, but they've already done their bit. 

Now it is up to the thousands of volunteers who are making phone calls, 
stuftlng envelopes and distributing campaign literature. In the last five days 
of the campaign, political activists make at least 2 million phone calls to 
remind people to vore. 

"We have an army of volunteers in every comer of this state that is 
completely mobilized," said Roben Richmond, chief organizer of the 
geK-OUt-the-VOte effort for DFLer Ann Wynia's U.S. <Senate> campaign. 

The numbers are staggering. Richmond said that the Wynia campaign and the 
state DFL Pany together will make at least 800,000 phone calls, mail more than 
1.5 million pieces of literature and personally distribute an additional 3 0 , o O  
pieces of literature. And that's not all. Since Friday, 200 DFL volunteers have 
k n  "doing visibilities" - campaign parlance for standing with campaign signs 
at busy intersections during rush hour or outside the Menodome before the 
Vikings game. Volunteers also plan to knock on 70,000 doors in targeted presincts. 

When Minneapolis and St. Paul residents leave for work on Election Day 
morning, there's a good chance they'll find a piece of literature from a DFL 
candidate hanging on their front doorknob, reminding them u) vote. 

Independent-Republicans are engaged in the same Herculean effort. 2?1ey have 
mailed about 1.4 million pieces of literature, and plan t~ dl more tban 
680,OOO Republican or undecided households. IR congressional and state 
legislative candidates will distribute tens of thousands of additional pieces of literature. 

"This represents perhaps our best effort in the last decade," said state Et 
Chair Chris Georgacas. 



tn addition to setting up phone banlrs for volunteers, both parties are using 
professional telemarketing to help spread their messages. 

For the Republicans, the get-out-the-vote effort will cost about $ 800,000, 
not counting the approximately $ 2  million that <Grams' > campaign will spend, 
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In addition to the efforts of the campaigns and the political parties, 
other, independent groups also are trying to af€ect the outcome of the race with 
get-out-the-vote effons. They include environmental groups, gruups for and 
against abortion, labor unions, business groups and others. 

That's what the phone calls from the telemarketing firm in Austin, Tern, 
appear to be. 

Joshua Harris, a pan-time employee of the telemarketing wmpany, tipped off 
the Wynia campaign about the calls Saturday night, when he &shed his 
four-hour shift. Harris is an activist and temporary paid stapf member of the 
Democratic Party in the Austin area. 

Harris said the telemarketing firm usually raises money for charities. but 
the script for each phone caller had been changed when he arrived at wurk 
Saturday. He found himself calling Minnesota, Michigan and Tennessee residents 
on behalf of Republican candidates who oppose abortion rights, he said. 

The phone calling to those states apparently is random rather than to a 
targeted audience, because while half of the people who were dled seemed 
interested, about half hung up midway through the pitch, Harris said. 

"I called a lot of people wbo were tired of being called," he said. 

The aut-of-slae phone calling may be perfect@ legal, part pf the "so# 
money " expenditures by independent groups (money mjsed and spenf by l e m  
independent of the campaigns). 

apforr opposing aborrion, but said il mghf be j b m c e d  by the National Rig& to 
Life Committee or the Christian Coalition. 

"It doesn't surprise me that both prochoice o n d p r a l ~ e  grows rn weighing 

Georgacas, head of the Minnesota ZR Pa@, said he PJUW 't aware of the phone 

ininthe <Senate> m c e , " h e s d .  

Indeed, national abortion rights groups are spending "soft money" to help 
Wynia. The National Abortion and Reproductive Rights Action m e  political 
action committee recently mailed 15,000 pi- touting Wynja to suburban women 
who support abortion rights. 

Labor unions also are helping her. The Service Employees Internationd Union 
has called about 1 1 ,OOO of its 21 ,000 members in Miesota, most of them 
hdth-care workers, school employees and custodians. The calls were m d e  to 
recruit volunteers and EO determine which members supprted Wynia. 

Now, with tbe help of a professional telemarketing fum, the union is 
calling back the approximately 5,000 members who were identified as Wynia 
supporters or undecideds, urging them to vote. 
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